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THB 
PRE FAC 
FS Believe there 15 
H˙Wibarce any Body 
2G Pat reads Contro- 
ey, Which at 
ye ſent run very high, but has 
en the Biſhop of Bangor's 
Preſervative, &c. Some, no 
abt, have perus'd it, as it 
will be in Caſes of that Na- 
ure, with Favour and Parti- 
ty, and ſee no Faults, nor 
Wy looſe Reaſonings ; being 
apt, according to his Lordſhip's 
| | OWN: 


10 
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vi The PREFACE. 


_ own Phraſe, * to follow great 
Names. I ani unfortunately: 

_ of thoſe buſy Mortals that an 
for enquiring for my ſelf, and 
' taking no Man's 1pſe dixit. 
Whether it be not Arrogance 
ſometimes to differ from greatÞþ 
Judgments, I ſhall not now di. 
cide ; but only tell the Publick 
that the following Trifle is ut 
deſign'd as a compleat and regi- 
lar Anſwer to the Preſerva-ſi 
tive; but only as ſome jew 
Animadwverſions on the Ma. 
of Reaſoning that is there 
made uſe of. I am not fo pre 
ſamptions as to believe I ſhall 
convince his Lordſhip's Friene 


— — 


Page 8. 
that 


The PREF ACE. vii 


| 
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What I am every where just in 
my Remarks : I defire, how- 
er, they may be examin'd 
with Candour and Impartiali- 
y. And before I enter upon my 
Work, I cannot think it impro- 
ſer o obſerve in general, that 
Wine of his Lordſhip's Friends 
e wiſh'd he had ud the 
Nonjurors more lite Prote- 
ants, than he does when he 
-l them Fellow-Labourers 
With the Papiſts; and calls 
ue Roman-Catholicks their 
Mer Friends; and with a par- 
ſecular Infinuation, the Non- 
ering Mini ſters Prieſts; and 
Ire civillj than when he calls 
en with a particular Air, 


F orthy Perſons, Sc. And 
„„ 


= The PREFACE 


Id be beboldew to FI 
5 7 of ' why 
be ineaus by Patience andff 
Indulgence, which he Jo 
the Nonjurors have ej). 
near Thirty Years. © 
* { hope "twill be nd Pre 
dace to theſe Papers, oats 
Margius are nut ftufj d wi 
— and Greek Quotation 
theſe, perhaps, were in n 
Power, but tuduftriouſly | 
voided, becauſe I was wlll 
ta proceed in a W. ay as cle 
and plain as poſſible, and 
trouble my Reader's WAR 
thing but pure Argument ; « 
far this I hade his Lade 


Example. 
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SOME 


ARGUMENTS 
| MadeUſeofinthe | 
Biſhop of Barngor's 
PRESERVATIVE, &c. 
Briefly Conſider d. 


D RI VATE Men having cOm⸗- 
l monly no Acceſs to Great Per- 
l ſons, the only way of knowing 
their Sentiments, is by what 
they ipeak to the Publick; and when 
any Difficulty remains, in what they have 
given the World, their Inferiors are to 
have Recourſe to the common Inſtru- 
ments of Communication. And, as I 
believe a Man of the Biſhop of Bangor's 
| B - Candour 


£20) 

Candour and Good-Nature, never under. Wl , 
takes a Diſpute, but with the charitable , 
Deſign of ſetting the World right in. 
their Opinion; ſo I have ſome Reaſon Wl / 
to hope his Lordſhip will not take it I, 
amiſs, if a conſcientious Layman hum. Wi; 
bly -prefumes to tell his Lordſhip that, 
for want of Skill in his Lordſhip's Way 
of Reaſoning, I cannot always think his 
Arguments concluſive. But that his Lord. 
ſhip, may not think I come with the bold 
Air of an Antagoniſt, or the IIl- nature of 
a Critick, I {hall paſs over ſeveral Ex 
preſſions (tho ſome I muſt take Notice 
of) that I conceive are not ſo unexcep- 
tionable, as might be wiſlfd and ex 
pected from ſuch a Pen; and confine 
my preſent Enquiries to the Rights of 
the Church and State in general, with. 
out medling with the Title of the Powers ha 
in being. Poſſeſſion is a thing purely e 
accidental, but what are properly call'd Wt 
Principles are fix'd, and Right unalterable. 


The whole Plan of the Preſervative iſ 
built upon - theſe two Articles, That th 
King may deprive Biſhops ; and the Peoph 
depoſe Rings, or alienate their Right b 
Ads of their own, which may have the Liber) Wt 
of calling Acts of Parliament. "Theſe att 


{0 
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(11) 
to be ſupported by a Suppoſition, That 
it is Buſineſs of the King in the former, 
and the Body of the People in the latter 
Caſe, to do every thing which they judge 
neceſſary for their own Preſervation, Now, 
in my humble Opinion, nothing can be 
neceſſary which is not in the Nature of 
the Thing juſt and equitable: We are 


not, then, to argue that whatever ſeems ' 


neceſſary muſt be done; but rather that 
othing can be truly fo, which is not 
lone with a ſtrict Regard to Right and 
Vrong. Chuſing a Principle of our own, 
nd acting conformably to it, will nei- 
her juſtify our Actions nor the Princi- 
e it ſelf; no, the Goodneſs of the Foun» 
lation muſt be firſt enquir'd into 
ad then ſhall we be able to judge of 
he Superſtructure. The doing this or 
at for the Security of the Feople, or 
be Good of the Civil Power, withour 
itisying our ſelves and the World that 
hat we do is in its own Nature Good, 


ace upon us which the Apoſtle pro- 
dunces over thoſe that do Evil that Good 
4 come of it. The End will never 
nctify the Means. Upon this Foun- 
tion ſtand the tWo Ancient, Apoſtoli- 
e Principles of Obedience to the Civil 
0 B 2 Magi- 


„ 


ay ſometimes go near to draw the Sen- 


E 
Magiſtrate; and Maintaining the indiſy 
table Rights of the Holy Catholick Church. 


Civil and Eccleſiaſtical, are States 
entirely different, both as to their Priyi 
leges and Government; the one has the 
Power of the Keys: and the other of the 
Sword. The former is govern'd by 285 
of Laws relating to Things purely Tem. 
poral : the latter is under the Regulation 
Canons, Decrees, and other Eccleſiaſtical 
Laws, which oblige only in Things pure 
Spiritual. The Civil Power, then, and 
every Temporal Perſon confider'd 25 
Chriſtian or Member of the Catholid 
Church, is truly a Subject of Chril 
Kingdom, a Son of the Church, and { 
fuch is to bear Faith and true Alleg 
ance to the Publick Authority lodgd 
Eccleſiaſtical Bodies by Succeſſion fra 
the Apoſtles; and are to look upon 
Deciſions in relation to Spiritual Affe 
as obligatory as the Laws of a Ci 
Power are upon an Eccleſiaſtick in! 
fairs purely Civil. So that 'tis plain ti 
two Powers have two diftinet Ways 


* See Dr. Hicks's Forty Propoſitions in his! 
humous Collection. ve 
| el 
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exerciſing their Authority. And 'tis for 
want of truly attending to, and nicely ob- 
ſerving this Diſtinction, that our late Con- 
fuſions have come to the unhappy Height 
we now behold them. While the Church 
in Communion with the Pope, intrenches 
upon the Prerogative of Temporal Prin- 
ces, and hath ſometimes proceeded to 
pronounce them depriv'd of their Royal- 
dies, which is a Matter purely Civil: 
We have known Kings that have not 
been content with exacting Temporal 
Puniſhments upon the Perſons of Eccleſia- 
ſticks, but have gone farther, made a 
bold Step, and diveſted them of the Ex- 
erciſe of their Office, a Matter purely ſpi- 
ritual. Tis for want of conſidering this 
Diſtinction too, that a difference in Re- 
ligion has been imagin'd to excuſe our 
Allegiance, and make anAlteratien in Civil 
Right; whereas in Reality they are two 
very different Queſtions : Whether a Priuce, 
tho“ a Papiſt, has a Right to reign over as? 
And whether, as 4 Prince, he has a Right to 
, impoſe his own Religion upon us? The one is 
a Queſtion, which except reſolv'd in the 
Negative, will bring us back to our for- 
mer Confuſion ; the other, if not anſwer- 
ed in the Affirmative, will make Right 
very precarious, and our Kingdom little 
| F better 
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better than Elective. But the Biſhop! 
Argument in ſhort is, thoſe Princes are tg 
be reſtrain' d, depriv'd, excluded (all which 
Words he uſes, tho not bf the fame Force) 
which are incapable of anſwering the Ends of 


Government ; Now all Incapacity 15 the 
' fame in the Conſequences; Popery amd Mag. 


neſs are in this Caſe alike ; it follows, then, 
that all the Royal Family, being Papiſts, ut 
to be extluded . Now the Logicians 
would tell his Lordſhip *tis not ſound not 
concluſive Argument to include more 
Terms in the Major, or firſt Propoliti- 


on, than are recapitulated in the Conclu- 


ſion; for how does it follow, that be- 


cauſe an incapable Prince upon the Throne 


may be reſtrained, therefore he may be 
depos'd, and his Heirs excluded? It will 
as ſoon be a Conſequence, that, becauſe 


the Laws of that Nation deny an ld 
and a Madman the Care and Management 


of his own Eſtate, therefore he is to be 
diſpoſſeſs'd of all that deſcends as Here 
ditary, and his Poſterity cut off from the 


Family Eſtate. And, now, granting what, 


his Lordſhip ſays in what is here his ſe- 
cond Propoſition, that in their Effects 


—— CCR 
. . — 
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* See Preſervative, Page 20, 21, 22, Sc. 28. 
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and Conſequences Lunacy and Popery, or 
any other moral Incapacity, are the ſame : 
It will. not thence follow, that therefore 
our Actions muſt be the ſame; for La- 
racy or Natural Incapacity is of 'a Civil 
Mature, and virtually excepted in States, 
s well as private Families; whereas 
moral Tncapacity is of another Nature, 
and never interrupts the Succeſſion in a 
Family, without the concurrent Will of 
the Teſtator, who has a full Authority, 
by che Law of Nature and Nations to 
liſpoſe of his own. And according to 
be former Diſtinction, a Difference of 
ligion can never be brought in to the 

lueſtion of Civil Right. | 


When St. Paul taught Submiſſion to 
e Powers in Being, the Chriſtians at 
ume labour'd under the Yoke of Ty- 
nny and Perſecution, and the then Ex. 
or was a Man of moſt vicious Morals ; 

dw I hope no one will ſay that Popery 
more dangerous than Paganiſm; or, 
t. uch is the ſame, that a Heathen, tho 
endeavoured to propagate Idolatry, 
d perſecuted all that believed in Chriſt, 
is to be ſubmitted to as their Cv 
vernour, and yet a Popiſh Prince to be 
ed incapable of Ruling us as a Civil 


Eft a- 


| #16) 


Eſtabliſhment, merely becauſe he is not a 
Proteſt ant ? 42 ; | 


But ſuppoſing it be allow'd that a Ps. 
piſh Prince has once endeavoured the 
Subverſion of the Civil Conſtitution, will; 
it therefore follow that every Roman 
Catholick Prince will certainly do the 
ſame? f. I fancy not, and am apt to think, 
that what has been done already that 
way, may be reſolv'd into Complexion 
Temper, Cc. and even ſuppoling a . 
piſh Prince came with a Reſolution 0 
acting out of his Province, and impoſing 
his own Schemes of Religion upon u 
let but the Church be unanimous i 

aſſerting its Rights, and we have nothin 
to fear, $72 


Before I leave this Head, I muſt mak p 
one Obſervation on the Word Abgic 
on, Which being a Latin Word, m 
either ſignify what is us'd to be exprels 
by it among the Roman Writers, 
mult receive ſome new explanatory Q 
lifications which ſhould always go alof 
with it. Now the Roman Notion 


„„ 


Preſervative, Page 26. 28. 


7 

}icatio was, when a* Magiſtrate or Of. 
cer voluntarily reſign'd his Truſt, and liv'd 
private Member of the ſame Community. 
/hich is beſt underſtood by reading the 
nan Hiſtorians. This now was ſo J 
from the Caſe of the late K. James, 

"What he fled for his Perſonal Security, 
, id continued claiming till his Death. 


The other Part of his Lordſhip's Dif: 
ute conſiſts of two Branches; Firſt, An Eu- 
wry into the Nature and Extent of the De- 
vations at the Revolution. And, Se- 
ah, A general Conſideration, whether this 
Power does not of Neceſſity, and in the Na- 
we of the Thing, belong to the Supreme 
Lghtful Authority of 4 Nation? 


[ 
( 
0 
F 
if 
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But before he enters upon that En- 
ury, the Biſhop thinks fit by way of 

reface to obſerve, that the Advocates of + 
j} Nonjurors cortend againſt all Depriva- 
on by the moſt Rightful ſupreme Power. 
proteſt I never knew any thing like 
drop from the Mouth or Pen of any 
at have undertook that ſide of the 
aſe. All that I know 1n relation to 
eir Sentiments on this Head is, that none 


— — — — — 


but 


See Preſervat, Page 32. 
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but the Rightful ſupreme Authority can depriu . 
but the Difference here, is as beſore, the 
Biſhop meant the Civil Power, and his Ad. 
verſaries the Eccleſiaſtical. But this wy 
ſhall have occaſion to treat more parti 
4 cularly by and by; in the mean time 
Jam very much afraid that what h 
Lordſhip takes for granted, ſtands i 

ſome need of Proof, viz. That whater 

Power or Authority is conferr'd upon Bi 

- ſhops by Spiritual Perſons at their Conf 
cration, yet the Right of executing or ext 

ciſing this in their particular Dioceſes, 

riſeth originally from the Nomination 

the Ring. And now, in conſidering th 
Aſſertion, *rwill be neceſſary to enquire 

what Power or Authority is conferr'd z 
Conſecration; and this is beſt known fro 

the expreſs Words of Conſecrat ion. 


The next thing to be conſider'd the 
is how the Relation between a Biſha 
and his Dioceſe ariſes. And this ſeen 
to be a Matter purely Eccleſiaſtical; . 
as in all Ordinations a Man is ſuppoſe 
to be ordained to ſomewhat, ſo likewiſe! 

Conſecration, a Biſhop is conſecrated! 
ſomewhat; and as this ſomewhat in inferi;,, 
Ordinations is not only the Exerciſe of a . 


niſterial Function, but the exerciſe of * 
[ f 


(79) 

this or that Pariſh, &c. fo neither is a Biſhop 
coaſecrated only with a View of receiv- 
ing Epiſcopal Autbhrity, but for the exe- 
Wcuting it in ſome one Dioceſe; from 
which *tis evident, that originally this 
Relation aroſe from the Authority of the 
onſecrating Power, and was ſo con- 
erred before Chriſtianity had the Pro- 
tection of the Temporal Power; and that 
Nomination (which Word I would have 

aken Notice of, as not being of equal 
force with Conſtitution, and conſequent- 
not inferring a Right of Deprivation) 
5 but a Conceſſion to the Civil Power, 
n Conſideration of the Protection the 
church enjoys under Temporal Princes or 
fates, And, as 'tis plain that this, as 
yell as other Privileges in Diſpute, was 
iginally in the Hands of the . Charch, 
is abſurd to imagine that the Charch 
ould make any Grants to the Tempo- 
4 Power in prejudice of their own Rights, 
Ir that they have not a Power to reaſ- 


ume them when they are abus'd to their 
urt. 


When the Biſhop comes to conſider 
ne Nature and Extent of the Depriva- 
„at the Revolution, he explains it by 
Ad of Parliament, which is to his 
C9 Purpoſe, 


and one would be tempted to fanc 


(200 


Purpoſe, and as full as he could wiſh it 
the Deſign of this Act was, as his Lordſhj 
obſerves, to guard againſt the Diſaffected 
' Biſhops and Clergy, ſo far as the Exer 
ciſe of their Office affected the Ciy 
Government. And here any one maj 
believe him; but how the Exerciſe 0 

an Eccleſiaſtical Office can affect the Ten 
poral Power, is what will not be caſj 
underſtood. | 


But the Biſhop is very happy in di 
covering that the Nonjurors have a Ned 
tion of ſomerhing in this Matter, whid 
the ſupreme Power (he ſhould have p 
in Temporal) can't take away, becauſe | 
neither cou'd nor did give it This! 
certainly the Belief of the Nonjuror 


there was ſome Reaſon in what the 
ſay. But when his Lord{hip comes 
tell the World what this /omerhing is, 
makes his Adverſaries allow that the 
may be depriv'd from this or that Di 
ceſe, but not from their Epiſcopal 0 
+ fice in general. + Now all their Write 
whom I have ſeen, talk quite anothDe 


— 


* . 
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* Pag. 37. f See Dr. Hicks's 25th wo * 8 
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Language, and tell us that the Relation 
between Biſhop and Dioceſe, being a 
ching purely Spiritual, and, as has been 
already prov'd, virtually included in 
Conſecration, tis not in the Power of 
A the Civil Authority to diſſolve it; and 
chis is what they mean when they ſay 
\Y the Civil Authority cannot tate away 
what they had no Right to give. f But 
the Biſhop makes his Adverſaries ſpeak 
their own Sentiments, when he lets them 
ay, if this be the Argument, that the 
of Civil Power cannot take away Spiritual 
«ll Powers which it never gave; if he had 
added, zor diſſolve 4 Spiritual Relation 
MW tween Paſtor and Flock, between Biſhop 
; WM 474 his Dioceſe, it had been complete. 
oY But not having. ſtated their Caſe fully, 
nf his Anſwer can be no better than im- 
ne perfect: His Reaſoning upon this Head, 
s what the Nonjurors might allow, and 
yet their Cauſe never the weaker, 1 He 
lays, the Deprivation of greater Extent is 
% more the taking away of Spiritual 
rowers than the other. Whereas I thought 
Ide was talking to Men that allow of no 
Deprivation by Lay-Powers. But we 


—ů —— 
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are told, * That the Lay-Power in this Cal 
does not concern it ſelf at all with thy 
Powers or Capacities within, but only take; 
Care they are not exerted to the Hazard of 
the Pablick committed to its Care. But it 
ſeems there is no ſuch thing as proving 
this Authority in the Ly. Power to de- 
prive from one Dioceſe; which ] can af: 
ſure you is not granted by the Biſhop 
Adverſaries, as has been before obſerved. 
But the Biſhop is reſolved now to give 
us the Nonjurors Principles at large, 
When he f ſuppoſes it ſhould. be implied 
in both Partial and Total Deprivartions, 
that the Civil Power takes away what it 
never gave. | This, however, is not to 
be allowed any manner of Argument 2. 
gainſt the Rightfulneſs of the Thing, 
He inſtances in the Cafes of Life and 
Property, which the Civil Power never 
gave, but yet may take away for the 
good of the Whole. But are theſe Pa 
ralle] Caſes ? Are not Life and Propery 
Matters of pure Civil Conſideration, 
and therefore properly belonging to tl 
Civil Power; whereas in the Queſtion 


before us, the Thing is by himſelf a 


____—_ 
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wd to be Spiritual. But this Argu- 


ment is founded upon a former Suppo- 
ſtion, that the Civil Power is obliged 
to do all it can for its own * Prefers 
ration and the Publick Good, without 
once enquiring whether the Means be al- 
owable or not. 


But we are now come to enquire in- 
o the Merits of the Cauſe, and conſi- 
der, Whetber any Civil Power has 4 Right 
„ depoſe. Some Men would tell him 
that the Civil and Eccleſiaſtick being two 
liſtinct States, a King can no more dif- 
olve the Relation between a Biſhop and 
his Spiritual Subjects, than a College of 
Bilhops or Eccleſiaſticks, who are the 
Ruling Power of the Church can excuſe 
lis Subjects from their Civil Allegiance, 
But his Lordſhip is not pleas'd to al- 
bow that, and had rather ſet out again 
ich his «conteſted Principle, That every 
wil Government has 4 Right to every 
in neceflary for its own Defence and 
refervation ; But for an Anſwer to this, 
will refer the Reader to what I have 
ready ſaid to that Principle, Page 11. 


— 
— — 
— 
1. 


"18 * See Page 42. 


But 


1 

But if this Principle be not allowed in 
its utmoſt Latitude, the two Arguments 
that follow will fall co the Ground. And 
as for praying and preaching Treaſon, 
it is certain this may be dangerous and 
olf ill Conſequence to the Powers in Be. 

ing; will it therefore follow that the 

Civil Power has a Right to Cenſure, 
Deprive, &c.? it will only follow, that, 
obſerving the uſeful Diſtinction of E- 
cleſiaſtict and Civil, the Temporal Power 
has a Right to cenſure him as a Civil 
— Subject, and may exact upon him Puniſh 
ments purely Civil; but becauſe it wil 
be objected that, tho they do receive 
. Temporal Puniſhment, yer may the 
continue to preach and pray as before 
and therefore for the Security of the 
State, *tis abſolutely neceſſary to deprin« 
and filence them. This may be true; b 
then 'tis to be perform'd by a Spirit] 
Power, who, upon a Repreſentation from len 
the King, will certainly be ſo dutifen 
Subjects as to prevent effectually anne 
Damage to the Crown, by procee eg 
ing againſt the Delinquent. Treaſon mi an 
be puniſhed by the Civil Power in 
Temporal Way; but Eccleſiaſtical Punii 
ments are the Privilege of Spiritual Pe 


ſons. So that when a Prince finds himlt 
5 | by Imur 
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(25) 
nur d in the manner already repreſented, 
he may really do all that 7s zeceſſary, truly 


wceſjary to his own and his People's Good; 
but great Care ſhould be taken in the 


Choice of theſe Means, and*the Diſtin- | 


Hon is ſtill to be obſerved. 


But let us attend his Lordſhip's Ar- 


oument, proving, from the Nonjurors 
own Confeſſions, that the King may de- 
prive. Whatſoever Power, ſays he, has 4 
elt to 4 greater Thing which includes 4 
bs, has 4 Rizht to do the leſs included in 


water Thing, viz. Impriſanment, Baniſh= 
unt, Execution, &c. which imply Depri- 
ion, therefore be has a Right to De- 
iwation. His firſt Propoſition is incon- 
table ; but his ſecond ſeems to encou- 
ige an Enquiry whether Greater and 
els are not Terms always us'd of two 
(hings in the ſame Claſs ? And whether 
lemporal Puniſhments and Eccleſiaſtical 
nſuresare in the ſame Order of Things? 
Ine would be apt to anſwer the latter in the 
egative; and the Affirmative of the former 
an univerſally allow'd Maxim. IownI 


— —— 


0 * Preſervative, Page 48, 49. | 
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it; the Civil Power has a Right to do 4 


itt may be ſaid in general, that no Pre 
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am blind enough, after all his Lordſhip! 
Reaſoning upon the Mattgr, to fancy thar 
Deprivation being an Eccleſiaſtical Puniſh. 
ment, can by no Circumſtances be made 
a Civil - Puhiſhment, tho it may be in- 
flicted by a Spiritual Power at the In. 
| ſtance of a Civil Power. It ſeems not 
enough to enquire whether Deprivation 
or Death be a greater Puniſhment to 
the Perſon of an Eccleſiaſtick; but whe- 
ther they may be both lawfully inflid 
ed by rhe ſame Perſon? Or whether 
Temporal Puniſhments being the allow' 
Privilege of Civil Powers, Spiritual Puniſh: 
ments are not to be maintained as the 
inviolable Right of Spiritual Bodies. And 
that Deprivation is of this Nature ſeems 
pretty plain from what has been already 
ſaid, which I, therefore, forbear repeat 
ing here. ſo 


*The Caſe of Solomon and Abtathu 
mentioned in the Preſervative, can nere 
be brought to juſtify the Proceedings 0 
any other Civil Power; for firſt of 3 
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cedent can oblige to Practice any farthe 
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than it is back'd with the particular Ap- 

probation of the Divine Word; and then, 
Secondly, Solomon ought not to be con- 

der d merely as a King, but as one in- 

ſpir'd by God as a Prophet, and conſe- 

quently better acquainted with the Will 
of the Almighty in particular Caſes, 

than any of our Modern Princes can pre- 

tend to be ; and laſt of all, it may deſerve 

ſome Conſideration how great a Share of 
the Pontificate Solomon himſelf bore, eſpe- 

cially at the Dedication of the Temple: 

Theſe Conſiderations being once made, 

Jam apt to think the Proceedings of a 

King of Iſrael, an inſpir'd Prophet, Sc. 

will be of little Service in the preſent 

Queſtion. | x 


And that the Caſe of St. John Chry- 
ſeſtame is not ſo much to his Lordſhip's 
Purpoſe as he would have us believe it 
is, we are convinced from the Conclu- 
lion of that Affair, which was, that the Ad- 
herers to the exil'd Biſhop not only never 
turn'd to Arſacius while he liv'd, but alſo 
aſter his Death refus'd to communicate 
with Atticus, who ſucceeded Arſacius, 


— — (—— — —- — — — 


* Page 51. 
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(28) 
after the Death of St. John, till Atticus 
had reſtor'd his Name to the Church 
Regiſter of Biſhops, which was owning 
him to be the rightful Biſhop of Conſtan. 
tinople to his Death, and that he took 
his Succeſſion from him, and not from 
the Intruder. 


I confeſs I have been at ſome Pains to Wi 
find out the Force of this Argument in 
the Preſervative, viz. From the Conceſſion of 
our Adverſaries, that Biſhops have 1 
Right to aepoſe or ruin Kings, or States, 
the Argument neceſſarily ſtands thus; if Þ 
Eccleſiaſtical Princes have 10 Right to 
ruin the Supreme Civil Power, then the 
Supreme Civil Power has a Right to is 
fend it ſelf againſt them by Force, &c. and 
conſequently a Right to every thing meceſſay 
for that Self Defence; what this Argu- 
ment is defign'd to prove, has been am 
ready conſider'd, Page 11. I ſhall os 
ly at preſent endeavour to draw ont 
plain Concluſion from the Subſtance d 
this Argument, which is in ſhort this: 
If Biſhops, being Eccleſiaſticks, have 10 
Temporal Authority, cannot depoſe Rim, 


— 
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hen Kings, & c. being Lay Powers, have 
jo Spiritual Authority, cannot deprive Bi. 
ps; this ſeems to me the moſt natural 
onſequence, but not much to his Lord- 
ps Purpoſe. But it muſt be, we are 
d, that * either Kings and States have a 
ht to depoſe Biſhops, or Biſhops to de- 
je Kings, and overturn States, I own; 
deed, I am not quick-fighted enough 
> ſee'the Neceſſity of allowing the lat- 
r, if the former be denied. 'The:Non- 
or; contend for no ſuch Thing as an 
cleſtaſtick Power in Temporals, any more 
Wan a Czvil Power in Spirituals; they 
ink both equally abſurd, and both In- 
lions of Right; for being two diſtinct 
wers, they have their different Privi- 
ges and Authorities. 


The Cload, now, is to be removed 
Im the Eyes of thoſe mifled People, 
bo ſillily imagine that the Civil Powers 
priving an Eccleſiaſtict, is to intermix 
& Civil Power in Matters not of a 
vil Nature; if this were once clear'd ef- 
tually, the Buſineſs is done, and we 
all of a Mind. This Performance is 
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630 
begun with the following Argume 
HMHhatever affetks the Civil Power, t, M 
be:.oraginally of an Eccleſiaſtical Natur 

i becomes thereby of 4 Civil Nature, « 
a" the Eye of the Civil Power, c 

| . #pou 45.0 other, and is thus mii 
of Neceſſity the Object of the Mag iſttauſ 
Care) aud Contern. Now, granting oi 
that is deſir'd here, it will not yet fo 
lou / that the Civil Power has any aQy 
Authority to 'deprive, | &c. only that 
concerns him in Defence of his Croy 
and: Dignity to apply for Remedy to n 
other Power, who has a Right to diſply 
an Eccleſiaſtick, or ſilence him. And no 
I much fear, after all theſe charitalM.. 
Endeavours, Men will Rill be apt toi 
gine that Preaching and Praying being Mi 
ters purely Spiritual, the Exerciſe of tha 
will ever depend upon the Authority 
Jpiritaal Powers ; and that tho the Gn 

» Power is to conſult the Security of the $1 
againſt its Enemies, of what ſort ſoen 
yet is it not endowed with a Privilg 
to act out of its Province, but to proca 
regularly, and with all due Regard to! 
former Diſtinction of Civil and Ec 
ſtical. His Loraſbip is ſtill of Opinion, bo 
ever, that f allowing theſeTwo Powers0 


KK See Page 13. 4 Preſervat. Page 63, 
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(3 
ally diſtinct, the Civil Power muſt quick- 
be ſwallowed up in the other, and then 
oeals to the Experience of the Popiſh 
ountries, who have run to an extreme 
n the one fide as culpable as that on the o 
er; and between theſe two Extremes lies 
be Right. The Sum of the Affair, then, 
this. Biſhops that are dangerous to the 
te, are to be depos'd for its Security. 
bis the Preſervative tells you is to be done 
the Temporal Hand; the Nonjurors will 

we it done by the Spiritual Power, upon 
Wovlication by the Civil Power, But it 
ay be ask'd what is to be done ſuppoſing 
National Church ſo corrupt as to join in 
ſence of a factions Eccleſiaſtick ? This is 
extraordinary Caſe, and therefore no 
tain Rule to be fixt for it. But com- 
only ſpeaking, I am apt to imagine that 
We Text hinted at, pag. 66. obliges Obe- 
"Wence to the Higher Powers, whether 
" Wenmporal or Spiritual, in Matters only 
Nature within their Powers. And it 
Wopens pretty well for the Biſhop's Adver- 
es, that the Text which commands to 
e both God and Cæſar their due, will 
mit of a tolerable Interpretation in Fa- 
or of their Principles and Practices. 


But 


(32) 


But the Vonjurors, it ſeems, are ng 
to come off ſo, there's an Inſtance: in the 
Old Teſtament of a High Prieſt depriv'dh 
a Fewiſh King; and if this can be pro 
a, Warrant tor a Chriſtian King's Proceed 
ings in a like Caſe, then all their Scheme 
of . Church-Independency are daſh'd | 
ieces; but whether it be ſo or not, will 
zelt appear by comparing what has bee 
already t ſaid with the Biſhop's Reaſoniny 
on the Caſe, pag. 70, 71. | 


I believe few will think it Materiz 
here to conſider the Strength of the . 
ſhop*s I Reaſoning upon the Excommuni 
cation pronounced by one of the Canons 
gainſt all that impugn the King's Sun 
mac) in Eccleſiaſtical Cauſes: The Fou 
dation of this Canon being the Thing 
diſpute, and already conſider'd at lag 
No Act of a Body of Churchmen d 
give away an Eccleſiaſtical Right to 
Lay-Power, and ſuch a Grant 1s of « 
Force nor Obligation on the reſt of-t 
Church; it being, according to the Ns 
jurors Way of ſpeaking, a putting one 
ſelf under unlawful Obligations,  whid 
naturally oblige no farther than the fe 
ſon that enters into them. I 
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49 | 
* His Lordſhip does not - love to repeat. 
te principal Branches of the Nonjurors le- 
wed Schemes. 80 I perceive, for he has 
larce ever allow'd them to" repreſent 
eir own Principles. And I fancy there 
guſt be ſome other Reaſon for it beſide 
at he urges; viz. f becauſe they are ſo 
ferent from the Voice of the Goſpel, The 
ojurors being ſanguine enough to be 
. they have the Goſpel, and the 
mice and Doctrines of the firſt Ages of 
tiſtianity on their ſide. And indeed, I 
n at ſome Loſs to conceive to my ſelf 
at aſſerting an unalienable Eccleſiaſtical 
Naht in Church Governours is a Scan- 
al and Reproach to Chriſtianity J. 


But that the Lait) may not want Argu- 
ents to attack the unreaſonable and ob- 
nate Nonj urors, they are to be furniſh'd 
ut of the Preſervatzve, with Weapons 
fall forts, And the firſt Argument is 
Is: * God being good and jaſt, can ne- 
gut the Salvation of Men upon what they 


tk for as to have the leaſt Probability of 4 
gular uninterrupted Succeſſion of Biſhops ; 
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ever be ſatisfied of: Now tis not poſ- 
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nut only ſo, but the contrary is evident, they 
ore our Salvation can never depend 
Biſhops regularly deſcending, In anfwer i 
this, it may be obſerv'd; that tho th 
Succeſſion of Biſhops has ſometimes bee 
1nterrupted, yet it has commonly bee 
reſtor'd by an Eccleſiaſtical Hand; and 
terruptions occaſion'd by ſome extraord 
nary Accidents, will never prove the] 
terruption a lawful Act, and conſequer 
ly the publick Acts of Eccleſiaſtical Pt 
ſons. coming in ſurreptitiouſly, are of: 
Force, | 


 * In. anſwer to the Nonjurors, v 
they tell the Revolution Church they 
condemu d unleſs they can prove their 
ctrine and Worſhip corrupt: The Lait : 
to ask, to whom muſt we prove this; of 
whoſe Satisfaction? Jo them who are c 
dent to the contrary; or to ourſelves wi 

they expect to conform to it? To neithi 
I ſhou'd think; but rather this is to 
decided by an Appeal to the comm 
Sentiments of all that have a Right, 
judge of Doctrine and Worſhip; and ti 
was the uſe of General C ouncils; and 
they can be reſtor'd, the Practice of 
Primitive Chriſtians, as "tis explain d 
* See Page 86. | 


(35) 
Ws \ational Church, is to be our Guide; 
id here the Nozjarors will ſtick faſt. 
now, that be our Duty in this Caſe, 
believe moſt Men will think it is, 
e Caſe of the Popiſh and Nonjuring Bi- 
ps is of no uſe here *, | 


t not being our Buſineſs now to en- 
lire how far a National Charch may go in 
rating from a Body of Church Members, 
nupt in Doctrines and Worſhip ; this be- 
7 to be done, if at all, by an Eccleſiaſtical 
wer, and was ſo at the Reformation; 
ercas the Matter in Diſpute is, how 
Wo 2 Civil Power may go in regulating 
Wd new modelling a National Church. 


The Nonjurors are charg d with ſaying, 
vat God's Power is not diſpenſed. but in 
ſtrict Communion of their particular lit- 
body or Church. Had they been to ſpeak 
themſelves, perhaps, they might have 
you, Remiſſion of Sins, and all the Pri- 
es of Chriſt's Kingdom are promis'd to 
e but thoſe in ſtrict Communion with the 
vlick Church, or that Part of it which 
ruly ſo in their own Nation; and if 
can prove themſelves ſo, it will then 
lain that in Exgland, by the ordinary 


bid. + Page 89. 
E 2 Means 
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Means of Salvation is not to be depends 
on but in their Communion. And I fan 
every one that believes the Goſpel, or dar 
rely upon our Saviour's Promiſe, wilt oy 
that Benedictious, Abſolutions, Excommuni 
ons, &c. perform'd regularly on Earth, a 
ratified in Heavez : If fo, I cannot well t 
hat is deſign'd when we are told not *t 
expect Nod Graces, Benedictions, and 4 
lations from any Hands but his own; ; 
if theſe, as as well as other Giſts of Gi 
were not to be convey'd to us by a 
dium. f And now what is Authoritat 
Benediction more than bleſſing the Peoy 
by the Authority committed to the Chu 
by God? This, I think, is all the Nowjun 
or any Men can deſign by this Term; hd 
then is the performing of this the high 
 Abſurdity ? *Tis certainly much more: 
ſurd to imagine any Set of Men fo bote 
as the Nonjurors are repreſented in iti 
| Preſervative, as to bleſs in their own Namib 
and abſolutely, without Regard to - 

Terms requir'd in the Goſpel, When lat 
ſolution too is call'd Authoritative, H. 
Word can fignify no more than it 
before; and that this is the Privileg 
the Church, has commonly been reck( 
pretty plain from the Commiſſion gi 


* Ibid. + Vid. Preſervar. pag. 91. 
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by our Saviour to his Apoſtles of retaining 
nnd remitting Sins. The Succeſs indeed of 
uch Abſolutions depends upon the Pent- 
eat's coming up to ſome certain Terms; 
but the Sentence is by all Churches allow'd 
o be pronounced by God's Vicegerent 
bere; tho 'tis certain, as no Man knows 
che Secrets of another's Heart, ſo no one 
aa pronounce Abſolution unconditionally; 
MW oor indeed does any Church pretend to 
MF ſuch a Power; ſo that, as *tis poſſible a 
Man that ſincerely repents of his Sins, may, 
nnd often does enjoy God's Favour with- 
cout Abſolution pronounc'd ; ſo, too, ſeve- 
ral, who have receiv*d formal Abſolution, 
br want of inward Sincerity, have faiPd 
offi of God's Pardon; yet it is the Wiſdom of 
al Churches, and eſpecially our * own, to 
{provide themſelves with what alone ought 
so be call'd Authoritative Abſolution ; and 
they commonly think themſelves ſecured 
by that Text, which ſays, whoſe ſoever ſons, - 
Je. which has uſually been interpreted, as 
 Moaturally intending an Authoritative Abſo- 
irn; and tho it cannot be prov'd, as 
che Biſbop obſerves, that every thing ſpo- 
geen to the Apoſtles belong to Miniſters in all 
ages of the Church; yet am I apt to fancy 
this Commiſſion does, being given to the 


* See Abſolut, in Communion of the Sick. 


Apoſtles 


Apoſtles as Miniſters of Goa's Word, and 
for the making their Miniſtry effectual and 
uſeful to the World. The Sum, then, of 
the Argument is briefly this; Abſolution 
cannot be conferr'd but upon the Condi. 
tions requir d, in order to conſtitute a true 
Penitent; this is the Sentiment of the Von. 
jurors, as well as the Revolution Church, 
and therefore can never be brought into 
the Diſpute; * except the Biſhop will 
ſtill contend that, except we can have 1. 
fallible 4bſolution, we are to have no 4bſo- 
lution pronounced by the Church, as he 
ſeems to argue; but this needs no Anſwer, 


J cou'd wiſh it were ſufficiently ex. 
plain'd, what is meant by f Niceties and 
Trifles, upon which the NonjJarors are ſup- 
poſed to lay the Streſs of the Peoples Salve 
tion; for they themſelves ſay, and ſeem to 
reaſon upon it, that our Salvation depends, 
at leaſt as far as we can learn from Reve- 
lation, upon Communion with the true C. 
tholick Church; 1 ſhall leave them to prove 
theirs to be a genuine Part of that; and 
muſt ſtil] think that no Trifle, nor Nicety, 
& c. Theſe being light Words that Expreſs 
ſomewhat of not the leaſt Conſequence to 
the thing in Diſpute ; which, however, 


— 
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theſe muſt be, if the Nonjurors Fundamen- 
tal Reaſonings have any Weight; I hope 
I may venture to ſay the Preſervative has 
not yet prov'd them weak. 


Thus have I briefly conſider d ſome. of 
the moſt exceptionable Parts of the Biſbop's 
Preſervative ; whether what IT have ſaid be 
true or falſe, the World muſt judge ; this 
lam ſure of, that I had no other Deſign 
in theſe Papers, than to enquire, for my 
own and my Neighbours Satisfaction, into 
{ome Arguments us'd in that Book, Gc. 
and uſe that Liberty, which a Book of 
that Nature, and the Liberty of the Exg- 
4% Preſs ſeem to encourage, conſcienti- 
ouſly explaining the Sentiments of an in- 
quiſitive Layman. But before I lay by 
my Pen, I muſt add an additional Conſi- 
deration or two in general. And, firſt, I 
cannot help thinking there's one melan- 
choly Conſequence attending the whole 
Scheme of the Pxeſervative; and that is 
this: If Kings may deprive Biſbops, and are 
therefore Heads of the Church, and again 
the People depoſe them, the People will at 
aſt be found the Head of the Church; or, 
Which is much the ſame, ſuperior to the 
Head of the Church. 


Add 


(49) 
Add to this, that Religion, as it was h 
at fitſt propagated by Human Force, , 
neither is it to be defended by it; and 4g 
hard to ſay what Spirit poſſeſſes People that: 
clamour for Religion, Religion, as part of 
. their Civil Property, whi they 1 1nagine | 
is to be aſſerted es Civil Means. 


POSTSCRIPM 


HEN I had niſh'd theſe Remarks | 
I found, upon another Peruſal ofa 
| Bb Piece, that 1 had declined eve 

iderable Advantages that ſome wous 
. have made uſe of; but, as I do not pres 
'feſs myſelf an open Enemy to the Big 
Whoſe 2 no 2 will flourilly 
when my poor Piece is forgot or neglew 
ed, or was Willing to content mylal 
at preſent, with impartially examinic 
only the moſt material Parts of the 
bare, and endeavouring to ſettle my I 
ctples, and give ſome Satisfaction to 
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